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Background	  Information:	  
	  
1.	   Description	  of	  research	  need:	  

Research	  testing	  the	  Accuracy	  and	  Reliability	  of	  Document	  Examiners.	  	  Most	  importantly	  the	  examination	  of	  
handwriting,	  hand	  printing,	  signatures,	  and	  initials.	  	  	  	  	  
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3a.	   In	  what	  ways	  would	  the	  research	  results	  improve	  current	  laboratory	  capabilities?	  

Testing	  of	  this	  sort	  can	  help	  those	  document	  examiners	  who	  may	  be	  weak	  in	  specific	  areas	  strengthen	  their	  
abilities.	  	  When	  an	  examiners	  abilities	  are	  tested	  and	  proven	  it	  makes	  for	  a	  more	  competent	  examiner.	  	  This	  
increased	  competence	  in	  examiners	  will	  strengthen	  the	  field	  as	  a	  whole.	  	  	  
	  
3b.	   In	  what	  ways	  would	  the	  research	  results	  improve	  understanding	  of	  the	  scientific	  basis	  for	  the	  

subcommittee(s)?	  

Results	  from	  empirical	  studies	  will	  need	  to	  be	  reflected	  in	  the	  standards	  created	  for	  the	  applicable	  forensic	  
field.	  	  They	  should	  strengthen	  the	  foundations	  of	  the	  field	  and	  show	  areas	  in	  which	  examiners	  are	  reliable	  
and	  areas	  where	  more	  research	  and	  training	  needs	  to	  be	  conducted.	  
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3c.	  	  In	  what	  ways	  would	  the	  research	  results	  improve	  services	  to	  the	  criminal	  justice	  system?	  

Any	  research	  that	  can	  further	  validate	  forensic	  examinations	  will	  be	  a	  positive	  to	  the	  criminal	  justice	  system.	  
The	  judges,	  in	  their	  gatekeeping	  role,	  would	  have	  a	  more	  informed	  view	  of	  the	  strengths	  and	  weaknesses	  of	  
Forensic	  Document	  Examination	  methods,	  techniques,	  and	  training.	  	  
	  
	  
4.	  	  Status	  assessment	  (I,	  II,	  III,	  or	  IV):	   I	   	   Major	  gap	  in	  

current	  
knowledge	  

Minor	  gap	  in	  
current	  

knowledge	  
	   	   	  

	   	   No	  or	  limited	  
current	  research	  
is	  being	  conducted	  

I	   III	  
	   	   Existing	  current	  

research	  is	  being	  
conducted	  

II	   IV	  
	  
This	  research	  need	  has	  been	  identified	  by	  one	  or	  more	  subcommittees	  of	  OSAC	  and	  is	  being	  provided	  as	  an	  
informational	  resource	  to	  the	  community.	  
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2.	  	  Does	  the	  SAC	  agree	  with	  the	  status	  assessment?	   Yes	   x	   No	   	   	  
	  

	   If	  no,	  what	  is	  the	  status	  assessment	  of	  the	  SAC:	   	   	  
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